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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1, 3, 5-8, 12-15, 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Graves (US 5,410,344). 

2. Regarding claim 1, Graves teaches a television program profile interface having 
a multiplicity of axes (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 
Horizontal and vertical lines are axes), comprising: television viewer profile represented 
by weighted viewer preferences that proportionately change with respect to at least one 
of a multiplicity of axes (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 
Figure 6 shows rankings (weighted viewer preferences) changing proportionately with 
respect to the horizontal line below the numbers), wherein the television viewer profile 
weighted viewer preferences have an activation mechanism that allows for viewer 
selection and manipulation of the television viewer profile weighted viewer preferences 
(See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user 
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selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of the 
preference bars with the volume controls). 

3. Regarding claim 3, Graves teaches wherein said weighted viewer preferences 
represented by bar graphs (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20). 

4. Regarding claim 5, Graves teaches wherein each of said weighted viewer 
preferences is individually viewer modifiable (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, 
Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user selects preferences with Channel 
Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of the preference bars with the volume controls). 

5. Regarding claim 6, Graves further teaches means for viewer interaction to alter a 
topic selection presented by the television viewer profile weighted viewer preferences 
(See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 Viewer can mark a topic as 
not appropriate). 

6. Regarding claim 7, Graves teaches an interactive, television program profile 
interface comprising; television viewer profile represented by weighted viewer 
preferences in graphical form including a plurality of bar graphs (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and 
Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20), said bar graphs being coupled to an access 
mechanism that allows for viewer selection and altering of weighted viewer preferences 
(See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user 
selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of the 
preference bars with the volume controls). 
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7. Regarding claim 8, Graves teaches the interactive, television program profile 
interface further comprising a multiplicity of axes (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60- 
67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 Horizontal and vertical lines are axes). 

8. Regarding claim 12, Graves teaches a method of using a television viewer profile 
interface, comprising the steps providing a television viewer profile that changes with 
time (See Col. 7 lines 37-54 The profile is stored in a file that is updated. An update is a 
change with time); and modifying said television viewer profile by viewer interaction via 
an access mechanism that allows viewer selection and alteration of the television 
viewer profile (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in 
Figure 6, the user selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the 
weights of the preference bars with the volume controls). 

9. Regarding claim 13, Graves teaches wherein the step of modifying further 
comprises the access mechanism providing a selection device that allows selection 
from one of a plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television viewer profile 
(See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user 
selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of the 
preference bars with the volume controls). 

10. Regarding claim 14, Graves teaches wherein the step of modifying further 
comprises the access mechanism providing an altering device that allows altering one 
of the plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television viewer profile (See 
Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user 
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selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts. the weights of the 
preference bars with the volume controls). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 15, Graves teaches wherein the step of modifying further 
comprises moving the selected one of the plurality of weighted viewer preferences with 
the television profile along an axis (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 
1-20 Show rankings (weighted viewer preferences) are modified by increasing or 
decreasing the length of the bar (moving the end point of the bar along the horizontal 
axis)). 

12. Regarding claim 19, Graves teaches wherein the access mechanism altering of 
selected weighted viewer preferences by moving selected weighted viewer preferences 
along an axis (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 Show rankings 
(weighted viewer preferences) are modified by increasing or decreasing the length of 
the bar (moving the end point of the bar along the horizontal axis)). 

13. Regarding claim 20, Graves teaches the television program profile interface 
further comprising the activation mechanism allowing viewer manipulation of selected 
weighted viewer preferences by moving selected weighted viewer preferences along an 
axis (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 Show rankings 
(weighted viewer preferences) are modified by increasing or decreasing the length of 
the bar (moving the end point of the bar along the horizontal axis)). 

14. Claims 11 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stas et al (US 6,025,869). 
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1 5. Regarding claim 1 1 , Stas teaches a method of using a television viewer profile 
interface, comprising the steps of: providing a television viewer profile that changes 
with time (See Col. 7 lines 39- 67, Col. 8 lines 1-9 The user programs the profile at 
different times); and modifying said television viewer profile via an access mechanism 
that allows viewer traversing of time axis (See Fig. 7 Col. 9 lines 41-65 The user moves 
the cursor along the X-axis to select cells). 

16. Regarding claim 16, Stas teaches wherein the step of modifying further 
comprises the access mechanism providing a selection device that allows selection 
from one of a plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television viewer profile 
(See Fig. 7 Col. 9 lines 41-65 The user can select to block or allow a channel during a 
time slot. Block or allow are weighted viewer preferences). 

17. Regarding claim 17, Stas teaches wherein the step of modifying further 
comprises the access mechanism providing an altering device that allows altering from 
one of a plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television viewer profile (See 
Fig. 7 Col. 9 lines 41-65 The user change cell from block or allow i.e. a weight of one or 
zero). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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18. Claims 2, 4 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Graves in view of Saitoh (US 5,444,499). 

1 9. Regarding claim 2, Graves teaches an interface for a user to adjust weighted 
viewer preferences stored in a file. The weights are adjusted proportionally with respect 
to an axis (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 
6, the user selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of 
the preference bars with the volume controls. Rankings (weighted viewer preferences) 
change proportionately with respect to the horizontal line below the numbers). Graves 
differs from the claimed invention in that Graves fails to disclose a time axis. In a 
similar endeavor, Saitoh teaches having channel priorities (weighted viewer 
preferences) that vary with respect to a time zone (time slot) (See Fig. 3 and Fig. 6, Col. 
4 lines 4-32, Col. 5 lines 19-67, Col. 6 lines 1-14 Channel priorities vary according to 
time slot). In Saito's explanatory figures of preferences varying according to a time slot, 
time is represented through the use of an axis (See Fig. 3 and 6). Saitoh also teaches 
where the viewer can explicitly set the priority of various channels (See Col. 6 lines 44- 
47). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Graves so that viewer preferences could vary according 
to different time slots and to represent time with an axis as taught by Saitoh so that the 
viewer could select favorite programming without the cumbersome tuning operation 
(See Saitoh Col. 6 lines 39-43). It should be noted that the claim language does not 
require the weighted viewer preferences to change proportionally with respect to the 
time axis. 
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20. Regarding claim 4, Graves modified with Saitoh teaches wherein said weighted 
viewer preferences are represented by bar graphs (See Graves Fig. 6). 

21 . Regarding claim 9, Graves teaches an interactive, television program profile 
interface comprising: television viewer profile represented by weighted viewer 
preferences in graphical form including a plurality of bar graphs (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and 
Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20), said bar graphs being coupled to an access 
mechanism that allows for viewer selection and altering of weighted viewer preferences 
(See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20 As seen in Figure 6, the user 
selects preferences with Channel Up/Down keys and adjusts the weights of the 
preference bars with the volume controls), the television program profile interface 
further comprising a multiplicity of axes (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 
lines 1-20 Horizontal and vertical lines are axes). Graves differs from the claimed 
invention in that Graves fails to disclose a time axis. In a similar endeavor, Saitoh 
teaches having channel priorities (weighted viewer preferences) that vary with respect 
to a time zone (time slot) (See Fig. 3 and Fig. 6, Col. 4 lines 4-32, Col. 5 lines 19-67, 
Col. 6 lines 1-14 Channel priorities vary according to time slot). In Saito's explanatory 
figures of preferences varying according to a time slot, time is represented through the 
use of an axis (See Fig. 3 and 6). Saitoh also teaches where the viewer can explicitly 
set the priority of various channels (See Col. 6 lines 44-47). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Graves so that viewer preferences could vary according to different time slots and to 
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represent time with an axis as taught by Saitoh so that the viewer could select favorite 
programming without the cumbersome tuning operation (See Saitoh Col. 6 lines 39-43). 

22. Regarding claim 10, Graves modified with Saitoh teaches wherein said weighted 
viewer preferences are proportionately changeable with respect to said time axis (See 
Stas Fig. 3 and Fig. 6). Although Figures 3 and 6 are used by Saitoh to explain how 
data is represented in memory, using such representations would be obvious for the 
interface of the Graves/Saitoh combination. 

23. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stas in 
view of Graves. 

24. Stas teaches where different values in a weighted viewer preference are 
represented in the form of different colors and the user presses enter to cycle through 
various values (See Col. 9 lines 41-65, Col. 10 lines 43-57). Stas fails to disclose where 
weighted preference values are changed by a user moving a selected one of the 
plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television viewer profile along an axis 
In a similar endeavor, Graves teaches a television viewer profile where different values 
are represented by different lengths of a bar and values are changed by a user moving 
a selected one of the plurality of weighted viewer preferences within the television 
viewer profile along an axis (See Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 6 lines 60-67, Col. 7 lines 1-20). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Stas so that weighted preference values were changed 
by a user moving a selected one of the plurality of weighted viewer preferences within 
the television viewer profile along a axis as taught by Graves to provide the user with a 
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user-friendly way for controlling both viewing time and channel selection (See Col. 2 
lines 26-28). 

Conclusion 

25. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Bose et al (US 6,271,863) teaches a general computer interface 
comprising a bar graph with a plurality of bars and a plurality of sliders (See Fig. 1 and 
Col. 2 lines 22-41). In the interface taught by Bose each bar can be selected and have 
its length adjusted. Also, the length of the bars can be coupled to a slider so that the 
length of the bar changes based on the position of the slider. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamieson W. Fish whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7307. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
primary, Ngoc Vu can be reached on 571-272-7320. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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